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REPLY OF US WEST, INC.

U S WEST, Inc. ("U S WEST"), through counsel and pursuant to the Federal

Communications Commission's ("Commission") Public Notice,l hereby files its reply

to comments on local exchange carrier ("LEC") petitions for waiver of the payphone

coding digit requirements2 and AT&T Corp.'s ("AT&T") response) to the

Commission's Waiver Order.4 US WEST is a member of the LEC ANI Coalition

and is a beneficiary of the Commission's Waiver Order. US WEST is also a

member of the LEC Payphone Coalition and concurred in the Coalition's comments

1 Public Notice, Pleading Cycle Established for Petitions to Waive Payphone Coding
Digits Requirements, CC Docket No. 96-128, DA 97-2214, reI. Oct. 20, 1997.

2 Petition for Waiver of the United States Telephone Association ("USTA"), flied
Sep. 30, 1997; TDS Communications Corporation Petition for Waiver, filed Oct. 1,
1997. And see, Letter to John B. Muleta, Common Carrier Bureau, from Michael K.
Kellogg, LEC ANI Coalition, dated Sep. 30, 1997.

) See Letter to John B. Muleta, Common Carrier Bureau, from E. E. Estey, AT&T,
dated Oct. 14, 1997.

4 In the Matter of Implementation of the Pay Telephone Reclassification and
Compensation Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, CC Docket No. 96­
128, Order, DA 97-2162, reI. Oct. 7, 1997 ("Waiver Order").
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which were filed on October 30,1997.5 US WEST also filed supplementary

comments addressing its particular circumstances which differed from other

members of the LEC Payphone Coalition in that U S WEST has installed

Originating Line Number Screening ("OLNS") and planned to use it for per-call

compensation purposes.6 In its comments U S WEST urged the Commission to

avoid taking any action on AT&T's request for modification (or waiver) that would

prejudice the outcome of any future investigation on the payphone identification

requirement or preclude LECs from using OLNS to satisfy this requirement.7

The comments of a number of parties indicate that U S WEST is not alone in

its decision to employ OLNS for both anti-fraud and per-call compensation

purposes.8 Should the Commission determine that OLNS is not an acceptable

5 U S WEST also concurs in the Reply Comments filed by the LEC Payphone
Coalition herein today.

6 The Commission's Order in CC Docket No. 91-35 allowed carriers the option of
selecting OLNS or Flex ANI to satisfy anti-fraud requirements and indicated that
either solution would be sufficient to identify payphones for per-call compensation
purposes. U S WEST selected OLNS because it was the most economic means for a
company such as U S WEST to satisfy the Commission's anti-fraud requirements.
Until recently, U S WEST was of the opinion that OLNS was an acceptable means
of identifying payphones for per-call compensation purposes. In the Matter of
Policies and Rules Concerning Operator Service Access and Pay Telephone
Compensation, Third Report and Order, 11 FCC Red. 17021 (1996).

7 The Commission's Waiver Order implies that OLNS may not be an acceptable
means of satisfying the Commission's requirement to transmit specific ANI digits to
identify calls from payphones for per-call compensation purposes. However, the
Commission has indicated that it will be investigating the payphone-specific digit
requirement further.

8 See Comments of The Southern New England Telephone Company, filed Oct. 30,
1997 at 1; Comments of TDS Telecommunications Corporation, filed Oct. 30, 1997
at 2; Comments of the National Exchange Carrier Association, filed Oct. 30, 1997 at
2-3. Also see, USTA Petition at 3, 11.
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means of satisfying the requirement to transmit payphone-specific digits for per-call

compensation purposes, there is no question that U S WEST will need additional

time beyond March 9, 1998 to deploy alternative technology (~ Flex ANI). Any

requirement to use an alternative other than OLNS would require the installation

and turn-up (including required translations work) of new software in over 1,500

US WEST end offices. This would be a major implementation effort which would

stretch far beyond March 9, 1998. As such, the Commission should not be deluded

into thinking that a six-month waiver period is sufficient for all LECs if it requires

the use of a specific method (Mo., Flex ANI) for identifying payphones for per-call

compensation purposes.

MCI Telecommunications Corporation ("MCI") asserts that because

U S WEST has an effective Flex ANI tariff on file with the Commission that

U S WEST can cost-effectively implement Flex ANC MCI is confused. The fact

that U S WEST may have an effective tariff for Flex ANI, says nothing about how

widespread Flex ANI may be deployed in US WEST or whether it is cost effective

to deploy Flex ANI in all end offices. Currently, Flex ANI is available in four

U S WEST central offices. It was installed in response to a specific customer

request. No further customer orders have been forthcoming nor have customers

shown any interest in purchasing Flex ANI. Under US WEST's tariff, Flex ANI is

available in "suitably equipped" end offices. Contrary to MCl's assertion, Flex ANI

capability was not deployed in any other offices because it was not found to be "cost

9 Opposition of MCI, filed Oct. 30, 1997 at 7.
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effectivet
, •• particularly in light of the lack of demand. The Commission should give

no weight to Mel's confused comments on Flex ANI tariffs and "cost effectiveness.t
'

Respectfully submitted,

U S WEST, INC.

Of Counsel,
Dan L. Poole

November 6, 1997

By: fl __ .~ T (~~~
~annon
Suite 700
1020 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036
(303) 672-2860

Its Attorney
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Kelseau Powe, Jr., do hereby certify that on this 6th day of November, 1997,

I have caused a copy of the foregoing REPLY OF U S WEST, INC. to be served,

via first-class United States Mail, postage-prepaid, upon the persons listed on the

attached service list.

*Served via hand-delivery

(CC96128i·COS/JH/ss)



*William E. Kennard
Federal Communications Commission
Room 814
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
Room 844
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Susan P. Ness
Federal Communications Commission
Room 832
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*A. Richard Metzger, Jr.
Federal Communications Commission
Room 500
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Greg Lipscomb
Federal Communications Commission
Room 6120
2025 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Gloria Tristani
Federal Communications Commission
Room 826
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Harold Furchtgott-Roth
Federal Communications Commission
Room 802
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Robert W. Spangler
Federal Communications Commission
Room 6008·A
2025 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

(2 Copies)

*Rose Crellin
Federal Communications Commission
Room 6120
2025 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*International Transcription
Services, Inc.

1231 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036



Joseph Kahl
RCN Telecom Service, Inc.
105 Carnegie Center
Princeton, NJ 08540

Mary McDermott
Linda Kent
Keith Townsend
United States Telephone Association
Suite 600
1401 H Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Wendy Bluemling
Southern New England Telephone

Company
227 Church Street
New Haven, CT 06510-1806

Mark C. Rosenblum
Richard H. Rubin
AT&T Corp.
Room 325213
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920

Jennifer Stern
Virtual Voice
Suite 100
21820 Burbank Boulevard
Woodland Hills, CA 91367

Leon M. Kestenbaum
Jay C. Keithley
H. Richard Juhnke
Sprint Corporation
11th Floor
1850 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

Michael K. Kellogg
Kevin J. Cameron
Kellogg, Huber, Hansen,
Todd & Evans, PLLC

Suite 1000 West
1301 K Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

(3 Copies)

SNET
RBOC

GTE

Robert M. Lynch
Durward D. Dupre
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company
Pacific/Nevada Bell
Room 3524
One Bell Center
St. Louis, MO 63101

Nancy C. Woolf
Jeffrey B. Thomas
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company
Pacific/Nevada Bell
Room 1529
140 New Montgomery Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

Alan N. Baker
Ameritech Operating Companies
2000 West Ameritech Center Drive
Hoffman Estates, IL 60196



Albert H. Kramer
Robert F. Aldrich
Dickstein, Shapiro, Morin &
oshinsky, LLP

2101 L Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20037

Michael J. Shortley, III
Frontier Corporation
180 South Clinton Avenue
Rochester, NY 14646

Danny E. Adams
Steven A. Augustino
Kelley, Drye & Warren, LLP
Suite 500
1200 19th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

Richard A. Askoff
National Exchange Carrier
Association

100 South Jefferson Road
Whippany, NJ 07981

Margot Smiley Humphrey
R. Edward Price
Koteen & Naftalin, LLP
1150 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

APCC

COMPTEL

TDS

John M. Goodman
Edward D. Young, III
Michael E. Glover
Bell Atlantic Telephone Companies
1300 I Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Genevieve Morelli
The Competitive Telecommunications

Association
Suite 800
1900 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

Mary J. Sisak
Mary L. Brown
MCI Telecommunications Corporation
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006

Ky E.B. Kirby WESTERNUNlON

Swidler & Berlin, Chartered RCt>

Suite 300
3000 K Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20007

(2 Copies)

Douglas F. Brent
WorldCom, Inc.
Suite 700
9300 Shelbyville Road
Louisville, KY 40222
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Richard S. Whitt
WorldCom, Inc.
Suite 400
1120 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036

Michael C. Kerner
Marino\ Ware
400 Metuchen Road
South Plainfield, NJ 07080

Thomas J. Moorman
Margaret D. Nyland
Kraskin & Lesse, LLP
Suite 520
2120 L Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20037
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